
TENNESSEE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
BEFORE THE ADMINISTRATIVE JUOGE

In Re: Linda C. Knight
Map 120-i 5-0, Parcel 19 CO
Residential Property Davidson County
Tax Year 2005

NITIAL DECISION AND ORDER

Statement of he Case

The Davidson County Assessor of Property rAssessor" has valued the subject property
For tax purposes as follows:

t4iItJE__MPROVEMENT VALUE 7otAt VALUE SSESSMENT
4000 165600 5179 600 44rYO0

An Appeal has been tiled on behalf of the prDperty owner with the State Board of

Equalization State Board on October 3, 2005 posI-riarked Sept. 30 2005.

The undersigned administrative judge conducted hearing of fliis m;itter on May 9,

2006, at the Davidson County Property Assessor’s Office. In attendance at the hearing were

the appellant Linda C. Knight and Jason Poling, Metro. Property Assessors representative.

F/tidings of Fact and Conchjsions of Law

This appeal concerns a one and one-halfstory house at 401 McGavock Pike. in

Nashville, Tennessee, The horns is located near the Metro. Airport in an area noted by the

taxpayer as the airport acqu.sition area.

The initial issue is whether or no’ the State Board of Equalizar:on has he jurisdiction to

bear the taxpayer’s appeal. The law in Tennessee T.C.A. § 67-5-1412 [2eJ generally requires

a taxpayer to:

Appeals to the state board of equalization from Ic:;on of a
local board of equaluition must be filed before August ol tie tax
years. or within forty-five 45 days of the date notice or the
local board was sent, whichever is later. Emphasis supplied

In analyzing and reviewing § 61-5-1412e. the Assessment Appeals

Commission in interpreting this section. has held that:

The deadlines and requirements for appeal are clearly set out
in the law, and owners of property are charged with knowledge of
them. It was not the intent of reasonable cause provisions to
waive these requirements except where tie failure to meet them s
due to illness or other circumstances beyond the taxpayer’s
control. emphasis added. Associated P,Øolino Cont,aclors inc..
Williarnsr County Tax Year 1992. Assessment Appeals

Commission. Aug. 11, 1 994}. See also John Orovcts Cheatham
County. Tax Year 1991. Assessment Appeals Commisson. Dec.
3. 1993;’

Thus for the State Board of Equalization to have junsdiction in this appear. the axpayer

must show that circumstances beyond her control prevented her from appealing to the State



Boarfi of Equalization in a liniely fashion- Ills the taxpayers burden to prove that they are

entitled to lie requested relief.

The taxpayer, Ms Knight, in ths case could only say that she iiiiss counted; she thought

that she had filed timely- The deadline For filing with he State Board this year was September

29. 25 some taxpayers have missed the date because they forgot that August has 31 days

not 30}.
After reviewing the gocumenta on there is, roqi llrhly, not suFficient reasonah;e cause

to maintain that incidents beyond the taxpayers control prevented her From fding with the State

Board within the time frame allowed by sa!ate.

However, even assuming arguendo that the State Board had lurisdiction the taxpayer

woul still rot be able to obtain relict from he Board.

The taxpaye,. Ms. Knight, proceeded to the Metropolitan County Board comp’aining that

her properly was valued too low. Ms. Knight alleged that her land value did not increase as in

sortie areas and that with the improvements and upgrades she has made to her property sirti;o

tre ljs reappraisal entitled her to hiqher improvement values as well.

Complaints to the County Board oF Equalization are authorized by T.C.A. § 67-5-1401;

al}
A....
B Property under appeat or protest by the taxpayer has been assessed

on the basis oF an approsed value that is more Than the bass of value provided
icr in part 6 of this chapter; and

C [Emphasis added.I

Complaints and appea’s U, the State Bnard are authorized by T.C.A. § 615-

1412. But under the terms of subsection b of that section

The taxpayer o’ owner must first make compla!nt and appeal to the boa!
board of equalization unless he shall not have been duly noflfied by the
assessor oF properly of an increase in his assessment or change in
classification as provided far in section 67-5-508. [Emphasis added.I

The administrative udge can nd no statutory authorization for the taxpayer to request

an increase in the vajuation of her prapefly.1

ORDER

is therefore. ORDERED that this appeal be dismissed for lack at jurisdiction.

Pursuant to the %Jn.torni Adnhpriist,at ;ve Procedures Act. leon. Code Ann. §S 4-5-301-

325, Teen. Code Ann. § 61-5.1501 and the Rules of Contested Case Procedure of the State

Board of Equalization. no parties are advised of the tolWing remedies:

1. A party may appeal this decision and order to the Assessrrenl Appeals Commission

pursuant to Tenn. Code Ann. § 67-5-1501 and Rule 0600-1-A 2 of the Contested Case

1icT.npacr. "Is. Kri.:: re:i[’i’’ Oiaithe.,.’ixir iiiiitientioiial:.. ‘.‘cuiw uctJ: :,lurlwrprQpLC !sltW Viii

iii.i ic .:n,.,il .i!ili.,r*R 0! J.*iiiiC hec c,:.,; liv ltrcijiiioF. .‘iek qi...::id ,i]i’i,lL.iI i,,he

.,‘Ji

p1 iRu 11i, Jr-c [‘I



Procedures of the State Board of Equai.zation. Tennessee Code Annotated § 67-5-1501c

provides that an appeal must be filed within thirty 30 days iron, the date the initial

decision is sent.’ Rule 0600-1-. 2o1 the Contested Case Procedures of the State Board of

Equalization provides that the appo be riled with the Execulive Secretary of the State Board

and that the appeal identity the allegedly erroneous findings of fact and/or

conclusions or law in the initial order; or

2. A party may pettinri for recons.deration of This decsion and Drder pursuanl in renn.

Code Ann § 4-5-31 within fifteen l5 days of the enhy of the order- The petition or

reconsideration must state the specilic grounds upon which rebef is requested. The filing of a

petition for reconsideration is not a prerequisite for seekFng admiflistralive or udic’a! review. -

This n,rder does not become ¶nr,al until an official certificate is issued by the Assessment

Appeals Commission. Otfioal certificates are normally issued seventy-live 75 days alter the

entry c4 the initial decision and order it no party has appealed.

ENTERED lhis - flLday of June. 2006.

iSri
AN EIE!IEN LEE
ADMINJSTRATIVE JUDGE
TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF STATE
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES DIVISION

cc: Linda C. Knight
Jo Ann Norm. Davidson County Assessor


